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Lugar’s Principled Stand 
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In a Republican field of self-proclaimed 
radicals and revolutionaries — free mar- 
keteers and lovers of lucre— it turns out 
that the real radical is the conventionally 
conservative senator from Indiana, Rich- 
ard Lugar. Alone among the presidential 
mendonables, he has officially proposed 
the eventual elimination of crop and ex- 
port subsidies — welfare for farmers. 

To understand the political risks of 
such a position, consider this: Iowa, site of 
the first presidential caucuses, has re- 
ceived a bit more than $10 billion in TT , c , , r ™ 

various farm payments in the past nine ““ . £ ould have bought 

years. In 1993, the last full year to which EfJ Cent of ^ uth Dakota ’ s farmland wiffi 

figures are available, the state had “e money it s spent on farm programs m 

125,572 recipients of this government th | f , p l St d ^? d , e ‘ 3130 calculated that 

larn^oc — .> while South Dakota’s average food stamp 


a mere $285 million from the federal .gov- 
ernment in the current fiscal year. Pressfef 
has ideological as well as fiscal problems 
wiffi the CPB, but let’s look at his own state 
and what it got in torn supports between 
1985 and 1994: $3.4 billion, or an average 
of $340 million a year. ' ^ 

In other words, a single state received 
more in farm supports than the CPB get! 
^°f & e f 1 *~* re countr y- The Environing 
tal Working Group, the wonderful people 
who slipped me these figures, estimates 
that Uncle Sam could have bought 30 
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togess some of them hallowed family 
farmers, of course, but many corporations 
and partnerships, which, at night, do not 
sit by the fire and make quilts. They mk 
political contributions instead. 

New Hampshire, the state with the 
first primary, is hardly in Iowa’s league 
when it comes to farm payments — rocky 
soil and all that. Even so. Uncle Sam has 
poured $20 million into the state in the 
past nine years. Given that only 175,000 
Republicans vote in the primary, even a 
small number of farm program recipients 
can be critical. New Hampshire, after all, 
is a state where a front parlor, a coffee 
pot and a half-dozen people is considered 
a voting bloc. 

With the exception of Lugar, the GOP 
topefuls have plunged into Iowa and New 
Hampshire saying not a word about farm 
support programs. Instead, as with the 
Republican Party in general, we have 
heard lots about the evil ways of Washing- 
ton (whence floweth the cash) and pemi- 
aous and downright immoral social wel- 
fare programs. The GOP has taken after 
school lunch programs, welfare recipients 
and— until cooler heads prevailed— the 
food stamp program. But at least in Iowa, 
farm payments, not the food stamp pro- 
gram, is where the real money is — $661 
million for farms in 1992, only $142 
million for food stamps the same year. 

Foy Republicans, taking on the poor is 
hte a ldd’s fight with toy guns: Eveiyone’s 
a hero. Bashing welfare recipients is easy 
since, by and large, the poor are not so 
stupid as to vote Republican — or, alas , to 
vote at all. Whatever the morality of this 
approach — and I concede that getting 
tough with welfare recipients may well be 
the moral approach— it is nevertheless 
easy. Nowadays, no one much loves the 
poor especially if they are young preg- 
nant and unwed. Get a job, is the cry, but 
get out of our sight is the sentiment. 

But the GOP has yet to take on its own 
constituency. My favorite person in that 
regard is Sen. Larry Pressler (R-S.D.), who 
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It’s not the poor who , 
stand between us and 
solvency . | 

recipient got $694 annually, the ave!(ag§ 
tom payment per recipient was $7,132. 
But which program did the GOP congres- 
snonal leadership want to tackle first? 
Food stamps, of course. 

Leading Republicans have indeed 
talked about ending farm programs atad 
letting the vaunted free market work its 
magic. Among the presidential candiy 
dates, though, only Lugar has made this 
an issue. On Feb. 15, he announced | 
plan to phase out both price supports anif* 
export subsidies. This was no theoretical ^' 
grandstanding, because Lugar is both»&<’ 
farm state senator and chairman of the;' 
Senate Agriculture Committee. Needless'., 
to say, his plan was immediately de- 
nounced by farm groups, including some^ 
of his Senate colleagues. 

In the context of the federal budgi/f 
the farm program is no big deal — only ‘ 
about $8.9 billion annually. But its elirft-X 
illation by the Republican-controlled^ 
Congress might show America that thg" 
GOP is serious about saving money, fio ) 
matter who gets hurt, and not just trying, , 
to balance the budget on the backs of the 
poor. As it stands now, we can all be 
forgiven the impression that it is the 
poor— worthy and unworthy— who staridf 
between us and solvency. ' 

The 62-year-old Lugar is an interesting 
entry into the Republican presidential' 
race. The GOP’s foremost foreign policy 1 
expert in the Senate and a one-time mayors 
(Indianapolis), his credentials — although?, 
maybe not his political charisma — demand 
respect. But beyond his experience is an 
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